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Remarks 

The present application has been restricted as follows: 

Group I: Claims 1 - 14, diaivn to a method of making a semiconductor 
device; and 

Croup U: Claims 1 S and 1 6, drawn to a semiconductor device. 

Applicant has elected, with traverse, Group 1, Claims 1-14, drawn to a method of making 
a semiconductor device. 

Rcstttcdon is proper only when ihc groups of claims arc (A) independent or distinct as 
claimed, and (B) there is a serious burden on the Examiner (MP,E,P. § 803), Claims are 
independent when there is no disclosed relationship between them; for example, a process and an 
?q)panitus that is incapable of being used in practicing the process (MJ£,P, § 802,01), Claims 
are distinct when they are related as disclosed, but are capable of separate manufacture, use or 
sale as churned, AND ARE PATENTABLE (novel and unobvious) OVER EACH OTHER 
(MP,E^. § SOZOl; emphasis in orig^al). Examiners must imvidc reasons and/or examples in 
support of Iheir conclusions Q/LPJLP. § 803), 

tn view of the above amendment to Claim IS, the burden of persuasion has not been met 
wifh regard to providing adequate reasons and/or examples in sttpport of the conclusion of 
distinctness. As a result, the Restriction Requirement is improper and/or moot, and should be 
withdrawn. 

The conclusion that the claims of Groups T and IT are distinct has been made. The reason 
and/or example that the process (of Group I) could be used to make a semiconductor device 
where the silidde has a composition of TiSi^* In view of the amendment to Claim 15 above, this 
reason and/or example is no longer applicable or accumte*^ Thus, the reason and/or example 



As originally filed. Claim 15 (Group II) was drawn to a "semiconductor device*. . manufactured according to any 
one of tht: preceding daims J to i J* (Group I; emphasis added). Thus, there is a dear reiatlooshlp between the 
claims of Groups T and TT as originally ftted. 
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provided in support of llic conclusion of distinctness overlooks the language of the claims and 
the standards for restriction as set fbrdi at least in M*F«B.R §§ 802.01 and 803* 

Consequently, the rcas4Dn(s) and/or exainple(s) given do not carry the burden of 
persuasion in support of the conclusion of distinctness between Groups I and H, and restriction 
%vould appear to be improper on this basis. 



Applicant has elected, >^th traverse, Group 1, Claims 1-14, drawn to a method of making 
a semiconductor device. However^ in view of (1) the language of and the rdalionshlp between 
the claims in Groups I and U, and (2) the inapplicability of the reason and/or example supporting 
the conclusion of distinctness between Groups I and XI, the Restriction Requirement is moot 
and/or improper and should be withdrawn. Thus, in view of the above amendment, election and 
remarks^ Claims 1 -1 6 are in eondidon fbr cxaminadon on the merits. Early notice to that effect 
is earnestly reqtiested. 

If it is deemed helpful or benefidal to the cfScicnt prosecution of the present application, 
the Examiner is invited to contact Applicant's undersigned repr esentative by telephone. 



Conclusion 



RespcctfiJily submitted. 




Andrew D. Fortney, Ph.D, 
Reg. No. 34,600 



7257 K Maple Avenue, BIdg. D, #1 07 
Fresno, California 93720 
(559)299 - 0128 
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